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Current Topics. 


The Military Service Acts. 

WE BRING to a conclusion this week the series of articles on 
the Military Service Acts. We believe that they have been 
found useful, and we hope that, in response to a suggestion 
we have received, it may be possible to reproduce them at an 


! 


early date in permanent form, 


Lieutenant-General Smuts, K.C. 

We noricep recently (ante, p. 361) the promotion of 
Lt.-Col. Epwarp W. Wuit ey to the rank of Brigadier- 
General, and suggested that he was the first solicitor to receive 
such recognition As this has not been disputed, we presume 
our suggestion was correct; but we have been reminded that 
the legal profession has attained still higher military distinc- 
tion in the person of Lt.-Gen. Jan Curistian Smuts, K.C., 
Minister of Defence of the Union of South Africa, who is now 
in this country. The distinction which General Smuts has 
attained is well known. He holds a foremost position among 
the Oversea tatesmen whom present circumstances have 
brought to this country, and who have been warmly welcomed 
here. His final despatch 1s Commander of the Forces in East 
Africa until January last, when he relinquished that post, has 
this week been published in the London Gazette On 28th 
March he was entertained at Gray’s Inn, and among other 
the freedom of the City 


honours he received, on the 11th inst., 
speak of a war 


of Edinburgh He is in a special position to . 
fought for liberty, for he himself was a protagonist against us 
in the Boer War. ‘‘I fought,’’ he said at Edinburgh, ‘‘ for 
freedom and for liberty then, and I am fighting for them 
now Nothing is more significant than the manner in which, 
by wise and sympathetic statesmanship, the quarrels of that 
time have been appeased, and the Union of South Africa been 
We may add that Lt.-Gen. Smuts received his 
country. He took a first 

he was at Christ’s, of 
in 1894, the year before 


consolidated 
legal education, or part of it, in thi 
class in the Law Tripos at Cambridge 
which he is now an Honorary Fellow ; ref 
Gen. Wuhlt.ey attained the same position from Trinity, 
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The Ban on ‘‘ The Nation.” 

WE REFERRED incidentally last week to the prohibition of 
the foreign circulation of The Nation, but we were then under 
the impression that the order was merely an instance of 
bureaucratic interference, and that the prohibition would be 
withdrawn as soon as the matter was brought to the attention 
of the Government. This, however, has not been done, and 
the discussion of the affair in Parliament has been without 
effect. We retain the opinion that it is an extreme case of 
interference with the liberty of the Press. The Nation is 
under the editorship of a very distinguished journalist, and we 
are not impressed by the attempts in some quarters to belittle 
its circulation and influence. It holds a leading place among 
the weekly reviews, and anyone who is familiar with it will 
know that it is animated by great ideals. What may have been 
its party politics, when there were party politics, is beside the 
point. The question is whether the Government are entitled 
to withhold from the world the existence here of views strongly 
held and properly expressed. They may not be the views of 
the Government, or of the greater part of the public. They 
are more moderate views than those generally current. But 
that is no reason for prohibiting their circulation abroad— 
indeed, quite the contrary in view of the present exceedingly 
grave outlook—and the doctrine that the Government of the 
day can forbid the publication here or elsewhere of opinions 
with which it disagrees is too subversive of liberty to be coun- 
tenanced. It is, perhaps, part of the offence of The Nation 
that it has suggested that the ideals for which we entered the 
war have been but little maintained at home. 


Air Raid Reprisals. 

WE ARE quite aware of the difficulty in which the Govern- 
ment are placed by the German outrage in the sinking of the 
hospital ship Asturias; but, none the less, we regret the 
reprisal air raid on Freiburg, and the lapse which this con- 


stitutes from the limits which have been hitherto placed on 
reprisals, both by International Law and British procedure. 
When some eighteen months ago a cry was raised here for 
reprisals for air raids, we pointed out that they are only 
justifiable if they respect the laws of humanity and morality ; 
and, further, that, unless this country is to enter upon a com- 
petition with Germany in acts of savagery, there cannot be 
British reprisals by the intentional slaughter of unoffending 
Germans. It was one of the last acts of Lord ALVERSTONE to 
protest against any such reprisals (60 So_icrtors’ JOURNAL, p. 
15), and he was supported by many eminent men. Those pro- 
tests have now been ignored, and there has been at Freiburg 
the same killing and wounding of civilians as in the Zeppelin 
raids on England, though not on the same scale We assume 
the correctness of the German report, and it is not necessary 
for us to enlarge on the subject. It is not permissible in Inter- 
national Law, and certainly not in morality, intentionally—we 
use the word advisedly—to kill women and children as a 
punishment for the crimes of their rulers. 


Economy in Law. 


WE GAVE a somewhat full account 
Parry’s article on ‘‘ Legal Reform’’ in the current number 
of the Fortnightly Renew. By an interesting coincidence 
an article very similar in its facts and suggestions is con- 
tained in the new Edinhurgh Indeed, the re- 
semblances are so close as to suggest a common origin. The 
author calls for a Minister of Justice, for the amalgamation 
of the county courts with the High Court, and for the sitting 
of Divisional Courts on circuit. Probably, however, this is 
only coincidence, or, rather, the discovery by two different 
writers of quite obvious reforms. And, although the Edinburgh 
Review article is unsigned, we do not forget that its distin- 
guished editor, Mr. Harotp Cox, has quite recently interested 
himself in suggestions in the 7imes for economy in litigation. 
But we suppose we ought not to follow out this inference. 
The fact is that we have in the Edinburgh article a very clear 
and forcible statement of the need for economy in law, and 


last week of Judge 


Re view, 





suggestions similar to those of Judge Parry for attaining it 
We do not propose at present to enter fully into the matter 
The author reminds us that the proposal for a Minister of 
Justice is nothing new. It was made in 1848 by Lord Lanc- 
DALE to a House of Commons Committee. ‘‘ You cannot,’ 
he said, ‘‘ work out a system of safe and rational law reform 
without an authority of that kind.’’ And the first task of thi 
Minister of Justice would be to introduce method into tli 
existing courts. . The writer gives again the well-known fact 
as to the paltry nature of much of the business done on 
circuit, and quotes some significant figures given before th: 
Divorce Commission by Mr. Denpy, the D.R.H.C. and R.C.C 
of Newcastle-on-Tyne, as to the respective costs of assize and 
county court actions. On an average the latter are one-third 
of the former. And after giving a statistical picture of the 
two competing and unattached systems, the author, with tlie 
late Sir JO0un Howtams to back him, argues for unlimited 
jurisdiction in the county court, subject to the right of re 
moval to the High Court, and this would, for simplicity, re- 
quire the consolidation of the two systems. We can only 
mention the proposal for withdrawing workmen’s compensa 
tion from the courts altogether. ‘‘ The truth,’’ says the 
author, ‘‘is that the business of workmen’s compensation is 
a ministerial and not a judicial affair,’’ and so Mr. CHAMBER 
LAIN tried to make it. And the extension of divorce business 
to the provinces is a reform which surely is bound to come 
The article will, we anticipate, not be without influence on 
the future of litigation. 


The Dismissal of a British Prize Judge, 


In Ocrober,’1914, the Colonial Office published, in the 
London Gazette, a notification of the constitution of Prize 
Courts in the Oversea Dominions. Among the courts in 
Canada was included ‘‘the Exchequer Court of Canada (or 
Local Judges in Admiralty) at Victoria, B.C.’’ (Manual of 
Emergency Legislation, p. 528). The local Judge in 
Admiralty at Victoria is Mr. Justice Martin, who is also a 
judge of the Exchequer Court of Canada, and under the com 
mission directed to him he commenced hearing two actions 
relating, we gather, to The Leonor and the Oregon, brought 
by the Deputy Minister of Justice for Canada, the ‘‘ prope: 
officer ’’ mentioned in the Gazette. The Oregon Case wa 
heard and was reported (35 West. L. R., p. 139). As to 
The Leonor, a motion was made on the part of the Crow: 
to remit that part of the case which related to the 
ship only, not the cargo, to the Prize Court in London 
but during the pendency of this motion a_ similar 
motion made to Mr. Justice Cassets—a judge 
having co-ordinate jurisdiction with that of Martin, J 
at Ottawa,’ and he granted the motion. Three days late: 
Martin, J., refused the first motion, and declined to recognize 
the order of Cassets, J., as having any effect. Thereupo: 
the Deputy Minister of Justice—so it is stated—called upon 
the Registrar at Victoria to disregard the orders of his own 
Court, and obey the order of Cassexs, J., notifying him that 
he would be held responsible for default, and this was fo! 
lowed by the withdrawal of Mr. Justice Martin’s commissio! 
as local Judge in Prize. It will be understood that we hav: 
no actual knowledge of the correctness of the above facts 
We have taken them from the statement made by the learned 
judge prior to the closing of his Prize Court, and we print 
elesewhere the comment of the local newspaper on the matter 
It will not cause surprise that Mr. Justice Martin feels 
aggrieved, and that in his closing address he commented 
strongly on the action of the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty as an improper interference with the independence 
of the bench. He quotes the well-known judgment of the 
Privy Council in The Zamora (60 Soxtcitors’ Journat, 416 
1916, 2 A. C. 77), that Prize Courts exist to administer inte 
national law, and are not bound by orders of the Crown where 
these conflict with that law. He refers to the unusual and diffi 
cult nature of the law which he was suddenly called upon to 
study and administer—a matter in which he is likely to have 
the sympathy of all Prize Judges and practitioners, and not 
the least the learned President himself—and he says that the 
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occurrences in question have no parallels in the annals of 
modern British jurisprudence. He speaks of a ‘‘ curt telegram 
of dismissal ’’ being sent to him without cause assigned, and 
claims that he was entitled to be heard in his own defence. 
He asks if the Commissioners would have dared to dismiss a 
judge of the English Court if he would not make the kind of 
order they required. And he concludes:—‘‘ And so I leave 
the British Prize Court officially defeated, but in reality 
victorious, because he who fails in the maintenance of a just 
cause triumphs.’’ The learned Judge certainly appears to 
make a case which calls for an answer from the Admiralty. 
He has given all his prize emoluments to a monument to be 
erected to fallen soldiers from British Columbia. 


Protected Occupations. 

Tue Text of the new Order relating to ‘‘ protected occupa- 
tions’’ is not, at the time of writing, published, but from the 
summary given in the Times of Monday its general scheme is 
clear. Our readers are aware that men holding certificates of 
exemption from military service fall into three classes: (1) those 
who obtain certificates from Local Tribunals or Government 
Departments on account of their indispensability as indi- 
viduals; (2) those who are exempted as members of certified 
occupations, popularly known as “‘ starred’’ men; and (3) 
those who are exempted as being members of a certified class 
/.¢., a class such as munition workers or the recognized trade 
unions, who are specially certified as of national importance by 
a Government Department, after consultation with the Army 
Council, Those in this last class are known as ‘‘ badged ’’’ men. 
The ‘‘ badged ’’’ men, of course, are the most numerous; but 
they are also the easiest to deprive of their certificates, since, 
under the Military Service Regulations which apply to their 
case, their certificates can be reviewed and their badges with- 
drawn without a hearing before a tribunal of any kind. This, 
in fact, has been done from time to time. It is now proposed to 
withdraw from all badged men their certificates as from Ist May. 
The effect of this is that each man thus debadged has fourteen 
days within which to apply to a Local Tribunal on any of the 
ordinary grounds, and if he.fails to obtain exemption, he will 
be liable to service on 15th May. In fact, it is stated such 
men will be called up in groups based on age. But, of course, 
many of the badged men—whether trade union members, 
munition workers, miners, railwaymen, dock labourers, or 
others belonging to a badged class—are, in fact, indispensable. 
To retain these men, a list of ‘‘ protected occupations ’’ will 
be drawn up, and the men in these ‘‘ protected occupations ’’ 
will not be, in fact, called up so long as they remain indis- 
pensable. They will not receive statutory exemption, how- 
ever, but merely a ‘‘ protection card "’ from the appropriate 
recruiting officer. Under the Recruiting Regulations the 
recruiting officer for any chief area is the Commanding Officer 
of a recruit or reservist until he is appointed to some specific 
unit, and as such can grant him leave, and cancel sueh leave. 
The effect in law of a ‘‘ protection card,’’ if we have rightly 
grasped the new scheme, is that such card will operate as 
‘‘leave’’’ to the holder, and be a defence if he is accused of 
beng an absentee. 


Making Title Under an Open Contract. 

THE QUESTION frequently arises as to the propriety of citing 
text-books by way of confirming a proposition of law advanced 
by counsel. The strict rule, we believe, is that text-books by 
living writers should not be so cited ; but it is a rule continually 
broken, and the appropriate excuse for the breach is that the 
passage is merely adopted by counsel as part of his argument 
If this is followed, as is not infrequently the case, by the 
adoption of the passage by the Court, then it becomes 
judicially sanctioned, and is thereafter, until some higher 
Court dissents, good law. These remarks are suggested by the 
adoption by Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in Alderdale Estate 
Ca. v. MeGrory (1917, 1 Ch. 411), of a passage from Mr. T 
Cyprian WI L.tAMs’ well-known’ ‘‘ Law of Vendor and Pur- 
chaser,’’ 2nd edition, Vol. I1., p. 203. A decree for specific 
performance of an open contract had been made, and on the in- 





quiry asto title the vendor claimed to give evidence that, at the 
date of the contract, the purchaser was aware of certain defects 
of title, and therefore was not entitled to object to them. The 
general rule is that a vendor is bound to shew a good title to 
the property sold ; though this is subject to the special terms of 
the contract, and it is properly expressed as a duty to make a 
good title according to the contract. Hence, if the contract 
expressly prohibits particular objections, these cannot be 
raised. But under an open contract nothing is expressly 
excluded, nor is there any express agreement to make a good 
title. It is only an implied agreement. And, this being so, 
the Court can look at the circumstances to discover what the 
implied agreement really is. /rimd facie it is an agreement 
to make a title free from defects. But if the parties were 
aware of particular defects which could not be removed, then, 
as to these, the implication is qualified, and the agreement is 
only to make a title subject to these defects. As Mr. CyPRIAN 
WILLIAMs says at the place cited : — 

‘‘ Where the vendor's obligation to shew a good title is not 
an express term of the contract, but is merely implied, as in the 
case of an open contract, it is open to him to prove that the pur 
chaser bought with notice (though given by word of mouth only) 
that a good title cannot be made, either wholly or partially; and 
the vendor will then be exonerated from shewiny title to the extent 
indicated by such notice.’’ 

In support of this the learned author cites Ogilvie v. 
Foljambe (3 Mer. 53, 64), Re Gloag d& Miller’s Contract (23 
Ch. D. 320, 327), and Lilis v. Rogers (29 Ch. D. 661, 666, 
671), and the passage was adopted by the Master of the Rolls 
as a correct statement of the law. Moreover, in such a case 
there is no waiver by the purchaser of his right to make the 
objection, and the rule that the question of waiver must be 
raised before the decree, so that the decree can expressly deal 
with it, does not apply. The purchaser’s right to make the 
objection never arises, and therefore there is nothing for him 
see U pperton v. Nicholson (Li. R. 6 Ch. 436, 442), 
in the present case 


to walve 
cited by Warrinoton, L.J., 


Covenants to Settle After-Acquired Property. 

[Ir 1s now recognized that a covenant in a marriage settle- 
ment for the settlement of the wife’s after-acquired property 
is not a ‘‘ usual one,’’ and ought not to be inserted without 
express instructions: Re Maddy (1901, 2 Ch. 820). It is, 
indeed, by no means a matter of course that. it is desirable in 
the interest of the wife, and the special circumstances of 
husband and wife have to be considered. Moreover, if it is 
inserted, it has to be carefully qualified, so as not to extend to 
property which is not fairly within its scope. As to some 
items, the courts have intervened to withdraw them from the 
covenant, such as life interests (Re Dowding, 1904, 1 Ch. 
441), savings from the wife’s income (Finlay v. Darling, 1897, 
1 Ch. 719; Re Clutterbuck 1905, 1 Ch. 200); and, apparently, 
estates tail (Hilbers v. Parkinson, 25 Ch. D. 200; Re Dunsany, 
1906, 1 Ch. 578), though the correctness of the last decisions 
was questioned in these columns by the late Sir Howarp ELPuin- 
stone (see 50 Sotrcitors’ JournaL, 570, 591; 55 ibid. 378). 
But the special objection to the covenant is that, unless it is 
specially restricted, it catches everything that may be given to 
the wife during the coverture, however much this may be 
opposed to the intention of the donor. No expression of 
intention on his part will exclude the gift from the operation 
of the covenant: Scho/field v. Spooner (26 Ch. D. 94) To 
meet this difficulty it has become the practice of conveyancers 
specially to exclude property as to which the donor has ex- 
pressed an intention that it shall not be subject to any such 
provision In Re Thorne (ante, p. 268; 1917, 1 Ch. 360), 
before Astaury, J., recently, the covenant there in question 
excluded, inter alia, ‘‘ any property as to which in the instru- 
ment under which it is acquired by the [wife], or in a writing 
signed by the donor of such property, either before or within 
three calendar months after making the sift thereof, an inten 
tion is expressed that it shall be exempt from this present 
covenant, or from any provision of a like nature’’: see Key & 
Elph, 10th ed., Vol. II., p. 634 A sum of £1,000 was given 
to the wife by her brother's will, ‘‘ with which to purchase a 
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memento of me, which I suggest might be a pearl necklace.’’; being on office buildings, merchandize, stores, and ware 
The suggestion had, of course, no binding effect, and the gift | house Among the heaviest risks were those on steel wor! 
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was in reality a f £1,000, and would be caught by the | and metal factories. The policies protect the assured fr 








covenant, unl on y intention within the meaning of | ! by war, insurrections, civil uprisings, bombardments, « 
the restriction « > ma This ce pended on whether osions, strikes, &c., the term of each policy being ge 
such intention nm x} “J by the donor with reference | rally six months, and the amount insured on separate buildi 
the venan wh hy have ) is expressly limited The cost of insurance against fire in N¢ 
such covenant D , and intend to keep | York does not appear to be greater than that prevailing 

his gift « > j a. 1e intention n » implies London at the present day, and the reason for resorting t 
from the f c ; insurance is not quite clear We understand 
did not ap} ‘ i h vi m The wever, n most of the States of the Union the busin« 


point | ! ' ink th irn re cid we ! nee is conducted by corporations, and that one 


to consti _v f ex n wi , ( ado} i he dition f their policies is thaf no loss will be paid 
latter l¢ 


testator wv 


occasioned by any invasion, foreign enemy, 1 


ve And America has not the rood fort 
itution such as Lloyd’s, consisting of und 
h 


ettlement, ar 


contrary intent whom conducts his isiness according to 


the fact ere hould h doubt ugg 5 tl own viev And hav c "ecart he fact that no n 
p . ve by . I proportion ol the popu oO he different. States of 

enera " Repub Is compe ed of emigrants from Germany, 1t would 

rash to predict how far the validity of some of the, policies I 

Accidents ** : i ( ; he affected by the outbreak of war 
WE RE t 

trouble ome 

Compens itio d 190 a] : ore eae ° 

House of Lords i hire and Yorkshive Railwa The Military Service Acts. 

v. Highley a rag, ha XIT.—Proceepincs to Enforce LIABILITY 

We dealt in our last article with the modes in which the leg 

ibility of any person to*mulitary service may be teste 

There remain the various kinds of legal proceedings wl 


may be taken by the military authorities to enforce liabilit 

ce We shall consider these in the following orde 

(A) Proceedings against absentees; (B) proceedings agai 

dent harbourers ; (C) proceedings arising out of liability to medi 

cidental to the 
‘ 


} fine one 


examination ; and (I) proceedings affecting exempted men 


PROCEEDINGS AGAINST ABSENTEI 
SoLticiTors’ Jot 
from ‘rvice may fall within one of 


leaves his regiment wit 





becomes, in certain circumstan 
im pe rtance for our pre ent purpose 
ibsentee of a more serious kind; (2) 
has served the proper period with t 
ferred into the Army Reserve undet 
teserve Forces Act, 1882, and who has wv 
der calling him up for permanent 
tested Derby recruit or a statutory 
been, or is deemed to have been, forthwv 
serve, and has disobeyed an order cal 


or conscript who 4ond 
not, in our opinion, ft 
permanently to evade d 
mere ‘‘absence without leave 
desertion ”’ ee Manual 
fact not wit! nai } .s ‘nle a , 1} t NV ) I‘ But in any case the point 
Cane VY arta rs ’ a7 70) . i ( int, sine y 1 ection 16 (1) of the Rese 
dent urring to a work: ms be ol a y es 4 by i ervist who is an absentee ’’ only 
presumed to at sf Snermat | Rie. ; be art tried, il handed over to military custody 
judge found ss . — anion a he same way a » were a deserter. The practical effe 
the Court of as mye ' : neaow i ha e litary authorities can adopt either of t 
decision Ti ‘ ali SE BR eclines a le | a iti wedures against an absentet under section 
presumption suggest od. whi ¥ ‘trary find; é est » Forces Act, 1882, or under section 154 
af fact tm cane lifer ger ws a f the . vy Act, 1881—the former against him a 
final Court of Appeal , »,”’ and the latter deserter.’’ In either 
can be taken in a summary jurisdiction cour 


. il provisions of section 154 (relating to deserte! 
American Insuranc¢ : 


Tue AMERICAN newspape forn 7 ticipation io that a person 
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justice can issue a warrant for his apprehension sub-section 
(2) (added by Army (Annual) Act, 1884, s. 6) 

(3) The court may deal with the case in like manner as if 
such person were brought before it charged with an indictable 
offence ’’: sub-section (3) 

(4) “°° The court, if satisfied by evidence on y the 
confession of such person, that he is a deserter, shall forthwith 


oath, or by 


: cause him either to be delivered into military custody,’ 
or commit him until such delivery to prison, &c.: sub-section 
(4). 
(5) The court may remand for a period not exceeding eight 
days at a time, and not exceeding in the whole such period a 
reasonably necessary , ior obtaining information as to the 
truth of a confession: sub-section (6). 
We may note here that a difference of opinion exists between 


the English and Irish courts as to whether or not a person 
who disputes his liability to serve can be tried by a single 
justice only under this section. In [alder v. Turner (1917, 1 


which we discussed last week. the English court held 


K.B. 39), g 
that he could, the effect of which is 
quarter sessions; in &#. v. Jones 

King’s Bench held that he c¢ 
reconcile these cases, or distinguish one from the other. 


to deprive him of appeal to 
(1916, 2 I. R. 7) the Irish 
It is impossible t/ 


muld not 


Under section 15 of the Reserve Force Act, 1882, thi 
procedure is as follows 
(1) ‘‘ When a man belonging to the Army Reserve is called 


out for annual training or on permanent servic and such 
man, without leave lawfully granted, or such sickness or other 
reasonable excuse as may be allowed in the prescribed manner, 
fails to appear at any time and placé at which he is required 
» attend,’’ he is liable to be treated a 
called out for 
nent (1) 

all reservists are now called out for permanent service, 


upon such calling out t 


i deserter or absentee according as he is perma 


service or for annual training: sub-section Since 
failure 
to report on the part of an attested man or a const ript would 
appear to be desertion . 

(2) A reservist failing to report can be convicted either by 
court-martial o1 In the 
latter case he is liable to a fine of not less than lorty shilling 
and not more than twenty-five pounds, and may be taken into 


section (2) 


by a court of summary jurisdiction 


military custody on conviction ub 


In whichever of these ways the military authorities or poli 


proceed, it would seem that a reservist can equally take any 
defences open to him under section 15 (1) of the Reserve Forces 
Act, since he can only be tried under section 154 of the Army 


Act on the ground that he is an absentee or deserter under tli 


Reserve Forces Act. The prosecution, of course, must prove 
four things: first, that the defendant is liable to military 
ervice as a reservist; but, as we pointed out last week, mere 


prima facie reasons for thinking that he is so liable are sufficient 
to throw on him the onus of disproving liability ; secondly 
that there has Proclamation calling out the Army 
Reserve in the manner provided by the Reserve Forces Act, 
1882; thirdly, that the defendant has been called up under the 
terms of that Proclamation: and, fourthly, that failed 
to report The second and third of points be 
dispensed with in practice, but if a defendant disputes them, 
they must be properly proved Now the Statutory Pro lama 
tion was issued by the King on 4th August, 1914, 
printed in the Manual of Emergency Legislation at | 
It authorizes the ‘‘ Right Honourable Henry H 


been a 


he has 


these seem to 


ana 
t R7 
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ERBERT 


AsquitH, one of our Principal Secretaries of State, from time 
to time to give, and when given, revoke or vary such dire: 
tions as may seem necessary or proper for calling out our Army 
Reserve, or all or any of the men belonging thereto The 
directions contemplated by the Proclamation have, in fact 
taken two forms (1) Proclamations issued in 1916 by Lord 


KircHeNer calling up the various classes and groups of thi 


Army Reserve. and (2) individual callin up notices, served 
in the name of the King by a local recruiting officer on indi 
vidual men Ilow far these subsidiary Proclamations and 
these individual notices are really valid in law seems to u 
very doubtful ; but in practice their validity seem never to b 


disputed, ind no case has been stated on the point 


The defendant, supposing the prosecution has proved to the 


satisfaction of justices each of the above conditions precedent 
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for medical examination when called on under Regulation 45c 
(ante, p. 121) 

(3) A teviewed Man,’ /.¢., a man excepted from service 
under the first and second Acts as either an unfit Territorial, 
or a disabled and discharged soldier, or a rejected man, must 
present himself for medical examination, subject to a penalty 
of three months’ imprisonment or a fine of five pounds, if re 
quired so to do by the Army Council: Military Service (Review 
of Exception) Act 1 (3) (ante, p. 403) ’ A man who ha 
lost a limb is not liable Curiously enough, any “‘ 
man is, under the new Act, bound to obey an order calling 
him up for re-examination, althouh if he has attained the age 
of forty-one within thirf¥ days after receiving the notice -he is 
not liable to service. The latter point as to age, taken by us 
in our last article, namely, that a man so attaining forty-one 


Reviewed ; 


is not liable, has been officially accepted and corrected in the 
latest Army Council Instructions 


D.—Procerpincs AFFrecTtinc Exemptep MEN 

We need only draw attention to the following points as re 
gards offences which exempted men may commit 

(1) Any person who makes a false statement for the pur 
pose of obt ining the grant renewal, variation, or withdrawal 
liable on summary conviction to six months’ imprisonment 
(First Military Service Act, s. 3 (4)) 

(2) When the tern f a conditional certificate are no lonver 
satisfied, the holder vive notice to the authority men 
tioned in the certificate failure so to do ‘‘ without reasonable 
cause or excuse ’’ is a summary offence punishable with a fine 
of fifty pounds (:/id., s. 3 (3) ) 

(3) Holders of a Certificate of Exemption must produce it 
when required by a constable or person ‘‘ generally or specially 
authorized *’ by the Army Council. In the case of unattested 
men holding tatutory ’’ certificates, this duty is imposed 
by section 10 (1) of the second Military Service ‘Act, and the 
penalty is a fine of twenty pounds or three months’ inprison 
ment. In the case of attested men, or other persons who 
hold ‘‘ non-statutory '’ Certificates of Exemption, the obliga 
tion is imposed by section 45p of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations 

(4) ‘“‘ Tampering "’ with statutory Certificates of Exemption, 
“‘ nersonation ’’ of their holder, or improper loan of such certi 
ficate by its holder to another, are summary offences punishable 
with six months’ imprisonment under section 10 (2) of the 
second Military Service Act In the case of non-statutory 
certificates similar offences are created by section 45a of the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 


(Concluded.) 
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War.—The Grotius Society, Problems ef the War. Papers 
read before the Society in the year 1916. Vol. II. Sweet & Max- 
well (Limited). 6s. net. 

Evidence.—An Outline of the Law of Evidence. By L. V. 
Hott, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 1s. net. 

Company Law and Practice. 
thereto. By Hersert W. Jorpan. 13th Edition. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited). 4s, 6d. net. 


International Law Notes. April, 1907. Stevens & Sons (Limited) , 


Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 1s 








Mrs. Mary Louisa Jane Durant, of Bolton-gardens, Kensington, 8.W., 
widow, who died on 11th February, left property of the value of 
£34,277, the net personalty being £34,061. The President of the Pro 
bate Court having on 22nd March by his final decree in the act*on 
Moaa v. The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 
and Others, as reported in the 7'imes, pronounced for the force and 
validity of the will dated 2lst January, 1916, by which the testatrix 
left everything she might die possessed of to Arthur Moss, solicitor, of 
Essex street, Strand, W.C., absolutely, probate has now been granted 
to him 





of an exemption certificate for himself or any other person 1s | 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


JOHN STEWART & SON (1912) (LIM.) ». LONGHURST. 
19th February ; 23rd March. 

WorRKMEN's COMPENSATION—“‘ IN COURSE OF EMPLOYMENT '’—CARPENTER 
EMPLOYED ON BarGe Lytnc 1x Dock BastIN—Access ONLY To AnD 
FROM Dock BY LEAVE Or Dock AUTHORITY—ACCIDENT TO WORKMAN 
AFTER LeavinG Orr WoRK AND GETTING SAFELY FROM BaRGE TO [Dock 

POINT WHERE EMPLOYMENT BEGINS AND TERMINATES—WORK MEN'S 
COMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1). 
When an accident happens lon a workman going to or from / 

ata place whe re. but for hia en ployme nt, he would have no right 

at that time, such accident arises out of and in the course of ti 

ployment within the meaning of section 1 (1) of the Workmen's ¢ 

pe naation Act, 1906 
Decision of the Court of Appeal (61 Soricrrors’ Journa 

athrmed 
Holness r. McKay (1899, 2 Q. B. 319) overruled 
Appeal by the employers from an order of the Court of Appea 

ported 61 Soricrrors’ Jovrnat, 9; 1916, 2 K. B. 803). The appe 

vere engineers and ship repairers, and the deceased workman wa 

ployed by them as a carpenter. On 9th November, 1915, he and a: 

man were engaged in working on a barge which the appellants 

contract to repair, and which was at that time in a dock basin bel 

to the Port of London Authority. The workmen could only obtain 

to the dock basin in which the barge was by the dock gates, where 

either expressed or implied, to pass on to the dock premises had t 

got from the man in charge. Their work on the barge ended at 8 ; 

when on the night of the accident it was pitch dark joth got sai 

from the barge on to the dock, but Longhurst, who was the | 
leave, failed to get to the dock gates, and his body was subsequi 
found in the dock basin. The Court of Appeal, reversing the award 
the county court judge, allowed the appeal by the widow on the 

that as the public had no free access to the dock, and ali wor 

therefore employed on vessels lying in the docks eame and left 

licence of the Port Authority, in whom the control of. the dock 

vested. It followed that the employment of a workman on a 

lying in the dock must be deemed to commence when he entered 

cease when he left the dock gates, and, therefore, as the accid: 

Longhurst happened before he reached the gates, it arose out of 

the course of his employment for the company, who were liable t 

pensate the widow. ‘The employers appealed. 

Tue Hovss, having taken time for consideration, dismissed the appeal 

LorD Frntay, C., in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said t} 
1s the evidence was that the deceased workman obtained access | 
docks only for the purposes of his work for the appellants, his « 

ment continued until he had passed out of the dock gates, and 

fore the accident not only arose out of, but occurred in the course o 

his employment, and the respondent was entitled to compensation. In 

his opinion the Court of Appeal had rightly distinguished the present 
case from Cook v. Owners of 2.8. Montreal (6 B. W. C. C. 20). Re 
ance had been placed by the appellants on the decision of the Court of 

Appeal in Holness v. McKay (1899, 2 Q. B. 319), which was in conflict 

with the view he had above indicated. ‘There contractors were | iS 

ing a siding which could only be reached by going for some 
through the premises of the railway company. On a foggy mor 

vorkman, while proceeding to his work, got on to the main | nd 
was run over and killed. A. L. Smith and Vanghan-Williams, L.JJ 
held the accident did not arise in the course of the employment, the 
former pointing out that there was an entire absence of control by the 

employer over the premises where the accident occurred. Romer, L.J.. 

differed. If the majority of the Court in that case was right, it woul 

seem to follow that the appeal in the present case must succeed. | 
opinion it was erroneous, and that Romer, L.J., correctly stated the 
principles of law upon the subject, which were as applicable 

present case as thev were to that with which the learned Lord J 

vas then dealing The appeal failed 
Earl Loresurn, Lords Dunepin, ATKINSON and BUCKMASTE! 

i‘udygment to the same effect.—Counser, for the appellant 

Walker, K.C., and Duckworth ; for the respondent, Shakespeare 

crrorns. W. Carpenter d: Sons; Pattinson a&- Brewer 

[Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


] 


nis 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WILKINSON’S SETTLEMENT. BUTLER v. WILKINSON 
Sargant, J. 7th and 16th March. 


Wirt—Sprcian Power To Appornt py Witt—Donee with | 
DomictLe—ATTEMPT TO EXERCISE PoweR BY WILL IN ITALIAN | 
UNaTTrestep WiLt—Letrers or ADMINISTRATION witnH WILL A®> 


—Conruicr or Laws—WIL3Ls Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), 3. 27 


; 


{ powrr to appomt hy will is validly exercised by any, instru 
recognized by the law of England as a will, and need not be ¢x¢ 
hy a will executed in accordance u ith the law af England Her 
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Re CHARTERIS. CHARTERIS v. KENYON. 
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- is ’ ] been lance f interest ! le t repres 

Solicitors Cases. ankrupt intervenes and takes up the lit m at the 


vankrupt had left v, in my opinion, there 
MEGUERDITCHIAU v. LIGHTBOUND AND OTHERS. C.A. No. 2. | all between proceedings of that kind and the lien that 
29th March. 


that a solicitor can a tire under those cir 


cumstances. 
vhatever betwee hat and ; » where thet 
merely, re tior with l to a matter 
: ; : » takes place between the solicitors on either side 
FORE BANKRUPT¢ . " 1 1 
scott (for defendants) claimed that unde1 
he solicitors would obtain a len, yet he w 


Hot 


Was qu 
any authority whatever in support of that proposit 
referred t vere all cases in which there was an act 
wr pre ceedings of some kind Therefore I think the gro 
the learned Judge below proceeded were right. The 
1 considerable extent to uphold a solicitor’s lien and ft 
» see that a solicitor, having earned costs, should, so far as t 
of the Court extends, be paid After Shaw v. Neale (6 H. I 
as decided in the House of Lords, in which it was held that 
or had no lien or charge on real estate, the Solicitors Act of 1 
. y all cos passed, under which a charging order can be obtained unde 
wlatt, J.. held | circumstances on property recovered or preserved But that a 
without litiqa- | only to litigation, and under the circumstances of this ca 
uments as the | charging order could be obtained. I think the appeal fails 
and therefore no lien Bankes, L.J.—I agree. I can quite understand that the defe 
n Z.’8 ins feel that in this case the owners of the concessions, whoever the 
are directly deriving a very considerable benefit from the work 
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they did and the expenses to which they were put on the instructions | Februa 19 
Mr. Zervudachi before his bankruptcy; but although the Court | and Sia 
would wish to secure to the solicitor that he should be paid |} the . AN 
person who hae actually benefited by the worl ! h he | do \ i 
it can be done only if the solicitor brings his case within one o1 } 
of tw ell-recognized rules Mr. Leslie S has contended tha \ \ 
has brought himself within the object of those rules; that he 
blished that the defendants ars dt g rai tie ind " 
laimed also that they have established that they are entitled ¢ 
icular lien Now the first estion d 
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London Gazette of 17th April contains the following 37. ‘TI 
An Order in Council, dated 14th April (printed below), maki a 
Defence of the Realm Regulations Pp 
A General Permit by the Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Depart i” ft 
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3. Use of malt.}—(a) Except under the authority of the Food Con 
troller no person shall after the 14th April, 1917, use any malt for any 
purpose 

(4) This article shall not apply to a brewer for sale 
ary for enabling him to brew the maximum barrelage permitted to 

m under the Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1917 

4. Penalty.}—1f any person acts in contravention of this Order or aids 
r abets any other person, in doing anything in contravention of this 
Order, that person is guilty of a summary offence against the Defence 
f the Realm Regulations, and if such person is a company every 
lirector and officer of the company is also guilty of a summary offence 
wainst those regulations unless he proves that the contravention took 
place without his knowledge or consent 
' 5. Title and commencement of Order.) 
the Malt (Restriction) No. 2 Order, 1917 

De vonp rt, 


so tar as 1s neces 


This Order may be cited as 


Food Controller. 


April 12. 








Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 18th inst., when the fol 
lowing directors were present :—Mr. C. G. May (in the chair) and 
Messrs. F. E. F. Barham, G. H. Bower, A. Davenport, T. Dixon (Chelms 

rd), W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, L. W. N. Hickley, H. D. Thompson 

Lineoln), M. A. Tweedie, and W. M. Walters. 

Grants to the amount of £600 were made in poor and deserving cases ; 

x new members were admitted, and two vacancies on the board were 

ed by the election of Messrs. R. C. Nesbitt and E. C. Cook 





The Union Society of London. 


The society met at fhe Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, 
18th April, 1917, at 8 p.m. The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That reform 
is desirable in the present-day systems and methods of police procedure.” 
Opener, Mr. Elmore; opposer, Mr. Strangers. The motion was lost 


Society of City and Borough Clerks of the Peace. 


The twenty-fifth annual meeting was held at Sheffield on 27th March, 
Mr. Brogden (Lincoln) in the chair. The Larceny Act, 1916, the 
Grand Jury Suspension Bill, and pojnts of practice were discussed 

The following officers were elected for the ensuing year President, 


Mr. J. Armstrong (Oldham); vice-president, Mr. W. B. Shoosmith 
Northampton); treasurer, Mr. A. Copson Peake (Leeds); hon. sec 

Mr. Francis Ogden (Manchester); committee, Mr. Barker (Grimsby), 
Mr. Binney (Sheffield), Sir H. Brevitt (Wolverhampton), Mr. Harris 


Nottingham), Mr. F. C. Brogden (Lincoln), Dr. Woodhouse (Hull) 








The Cancellation of a Prize Judge’s 
Commission, 


We take the following from the Daily Colonist, Victoria, B.C., 
February : 


for 14th 


It is very evident that the cancellation by the Lords of the Admiralty 
of the commission issued to Mr. Justice Martin, giving him jurisdiction 
over ‘‘ prize ’’ cases, cannot be allowed to remain where it now stands 
While the matter is one that deeply concerns Mr. Justice Martin per 





sonally, and to a certain degree casts a cloud upon the Court of Appeal 
of British Columbia, of which he is a valued member, it is even of greater 
importance to the public at large The public at present are only 
possessed of the facts of the case as presented by Mr. Justice Martin, 


and while we assume that his statement is absolutely accurate, we do 
not know what can be alleged against to shew that the application 
to the Lords of the Admiralty for the cancellation of the commission 


was a proper one. While the position of prize judge is not on all fours 
with that of any other judge and is held only during the pleasure of 
the Lords of the Admiralty, nevertheless the person holding the com- 
mission is representative of the Crown, which is the fountain of justice, 
and we submit that the discretion vested in the Admiralty to remove 
an appointee must be a reasonable discretion, exercised only for good 
and sufficient cause, and we further submit that the cause ought to be 
submitted to the judge, who should be accorded an opportunity of 
answering, and that the cause and the reply should be publicly stated 
in the interests of the integrity of our institutions 

Avoiding all details and technicalities, the case, upon Mr. Justice 
Martin's presentation of it, resolves itself into this ;: Mr. Justice Martin 
having declined te grant an order applied for on behalf of the Crown, 
the Crown officers made a similar application to Mr. Justice Cassels, 
of Ottawa, and this not having being acted upon by Mr. Justice Martin, 
he was removed from office. Mr. Justice Cassels is of concurrent juris- 
diction with Mr. Justice Martin, and has no more right to assume a 
right to direct the latter to do anything than the latter has to issue 
directions to him. Some very extraordinary affidavits were offered in 
the proceedings before Mr. Justice Martin, which he refused to permit 
to remain on the files of the court, but these, although they cast an 
interesting sidelight upon the whole proceeding, do not appear to bear 


upon the main issue, which seems to come down to this : Has the Crown 


the right, because the judge of a prize court is unwilling to make an 
order, to ask the Lords of the Admiralty to dismiss the judge sum 
marily 9 

We submit that this question ought not, in the public interest, to be 


n the position in which it is placed by the very full review of the 


Mr. Justice Martin. 


lett 
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The Sinking of Relief Ships. 


\ Reuter’s message from Paris, dated 18th April, says : 

Che following official statement this afternoon 

Submarines have again sunk within a few days four ships belonging 
to the Invaded Districts Relief The which 
laden with corn, were torpedoed outside the danger zone on the actual 
route demarcated by the Germans, at a short distance from the Dutch 


was issued 


Committee vessels, were 


coast, in spite of the fact that they were provided with safe conducts 
und carried the distinguishing marks of the Relief Committee 

The Committee has immediately protested through the intermediary 
of the neutral Governments under whose protection it stands The 


French Government has similarly felt bound to communicate its formal 
protest independent of that of the Committee 

The French Ambassador at Madrid has been instructed in handing this 
protest to the Spanish Government to point out that the cruel and 
flagrant violation of the formal engagement made by the Germans in 
February to respect the Committee's ships may lead to the gravest 
onsequences for the unhappy inhabitants of the invaded territory 

The F1 of Spain’s sentiment of 
humanity, and requests him to intervene at once in Berlin, so that the 
German Government may induced to intimate whether it is really 
resolved to have carried out the instructions which it pretends to have 
given for the respecting of the Committee's ships, or whether it is deter 
mined publicly to assume responsibility for obstructing a humanitarian 
work which enjoys the patronage of the Spanish and Dutch Governments 


ivernment appeals to the King 
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W. WHITELEY, LTD., 


AUCTIONEERS, 


EXPERT VALUERS, 


AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE 


INSURANCE, &c. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, VIEW ON WEDNESDAY. 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Puonsz No.: PARK ONE (40 Linzs). 





TELEGRAMS, “WHITELEY ; LONDON, 
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basi REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 








Companies. 
General Life Assurance Society. 


15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 18653. 
ier t of the above let us held Lu F Capital Stock .. om oo _— - -— £400,000 
Fleet-street, Mr. R W D.L., J.P., | Debenture Stock va a - wii --- £331,130 
pe ng ier REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
¥ Forms ef Proposal and full information ean be obtained at the Society's O fice. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 


No 





wut 30 per cent 
thereabouts bet 
f the office, but 
seriously affected 
he war This 
upporti 
funds rapid 
! Treasury B 
» fluctuatior 
cComsi lered it me 


le of the sox iety 


d 
of the who 


been divided int 


4 the assets have 


rately considered. 
particulars of and commenting on the 
4th regard to the whole of these asset 
list of them to their brokers 
ested them to certify what 
itv on 3lst December, 1916 
» do, and the directors ad 
1 will, as usual, tind a fuli list of ow 
he report, together with the price 
let) have ce di posed ot some 
the 3lst December prices 


the new War Loan, of which the 
100,000, 


ple te 
re“ ’ 
h secur 


ri? 


1 enough 


fur VALUATION 


this has been made o 


7 ! the Saliict 
rest—namely 24 per cent as on t 
proportion of the office pren 
us pettel than 1 
f loading for future ex 
shown by this | 
irse, a matter 
distributior 


net 1 


usual 
came to the conclusi 
re lucing the 
the mai 


sing or even embatr 
Lich we live ll 
emain intact, and, in fa 


the surplus which was the 
which is in reality 
found to be in ex 
that these excesses should be 
hem if withheld, only wit 
stion does not arise | an 
itisfied you, that the surplu 
in the manner proposed, and t 
period of 


ed bonus 
are 


quing ni al 
ms is amply 
ded the motior 
the Institut 
tion wit! 


] istified 


and the staff 
nded the rte 
knowledged the compliment, ar 
s C 
| liter i! 

ement and 

Theatre. and son ears ago became 
Theatre He irm supporter of t 


ive movement 












April 21,1917. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 421 








Obituary. 
Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Lieutenant-Colonel H. U. 


Lieutenant-Colonel Harotp UNperuint Hartron 1 


Major Harold Milla 


ra. 


my rit Regin 


Major Harotp Minitarp 
wounds received on 11th April, was the youngest 
Frederick Millard and of Mrs. Millard Shrewsb 
Hil!, Surbitor He was partner the fir f Mess 
Burkinshaw, solicitors, of Singapore On the itbreak 
came home, and as captain served throug! G , 


uation In August, [916 


the evar 





Captain Hugh F. Silverwood. 





children. 





Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


ANDREW GLover INGLIS and Epwarp 


(Sampson & Co.), at 35, Dale-street the city of Liver 
The said Edward Cherley Edgecomb. ntinue t a 
Pract on his own account, under the style or firm of S 
at 35, Dale-street, Liverpool (jazet 


Information Required 
COLONEL WILLIAM WHITLA, Dece 


person 1903 pre 
whe then 


ased,.._\\ t 
eda for 


who in or about the vea 





H, Thorne. 


CHORLEY EDGECOM 


resided at 69. Knichtsbrid SW please 
Messrs, Tylee & Co., 14, Essex street, St 1. WA 
PETER WALKER, Deceased.The above 
carried on busines up t the year 189% i bottler 1] 


Berkshire Regiment, commanding a batta the Roy Ss 
was reported killed on 9th Api was ft ! 

Thorne, of Wolvert impton, and Mr | I 

was in his thirty-seventh year ble l \ 
Grammar School, and on leaving studied f lw 
siderable time in the Town Cle thice 8) 
subsequently the positior t it ina Le 

to the Berkshire County Counci le te up his reside 

He was a fine all-round at ) g , il} 
hockey player, and a kee Territorial, | ii the ra i 
toval Berkshire Regiment wher uw broke 1 He fi 

front in March, 1915, and was invalided home in Novemb«s 

yea He obtained his majority short ifter returnu t} 
whe he was temporarily second in command « i ittalor 
K.0.8.B.’s, while for the two mont before h death. as lic 
colonel, he was in command of a battalion of the Roval Scot 
colonel writes ‘I found in him an officer of very firs iss 
grea alive to all the points which mal ! a fine r ita 
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Captain HvucH FiLercHer Strverwoop, Essex Regiment ed th : 
7th March, s the youngel n ¢ Mr. G. H. S&S erw al of Palme lif 
School, Grays, and was twenty-four years of age. He was educated at | (agce] 
Ci AVS, Felsted, and Universit ( llege Londo | uw ed mit 

» Mr. C. Asplin, solicitor, Grays. n the outbre of war | s pre Mr. ( 
sident of the London University Law Studénts’ Debating So« v, al round 
in October last the University conferred on him the degree LL.B wt t 
He obtained a commission as lieutenant in the 6th Batt. Essex Regiment, ! isa 
and served through the Gallipoli campaig | ird t 
embarkation officers at the evacuation of the pe lla rT ! 
~ ° q . diser 
Second Lieutenant John S. Richardson. ulin 

Second Lieutenant JoHN SHerBRooKE RICHARDSON, N me \ | 
Fusiliers, killed on 9th April, was the eld of Mr. Morris Ric / 
son, of Hurley, Berks. He was born in 1877, educated at Charté i ( rn 
and Trinity College, Cambridgs d w Imitted as a icitor u ed 
1901. He pr ictised at Sevenoaks In Ma 191¢ he e} 1 under the 1 Lit 
Derly Scheme ind in Jar 117 { i com slo! a batta cl 
f the Northumberland 1 ers, inded by | younget umd 
brother, Lieutenant-Colonel M. ] R rd D.S.O nad el to t 
front on 13th February He married in 1903 1 |e vife and t that 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANOK ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
No. 1. 


ROTA N&VILLE. 
Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Rorrer Mr. Bloxam 

Leach (iokischmidt Borrer 

Chureh Leach Goldschmidt 

Farme Church Leach 

Jolly Farmet Church 

Syne Jolly Farmer 
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Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 
April 23 Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 


Date. 


Monday 
Tuesday ...... 2 
Wein-wsday .. 2 
Tharesday .... %6 Goldschmidt 
Friday seooe Oe Leach 
Saturday .. 28 Church 


EASTER SITTINGS, 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Arrzat Covar I. 


On the first day of Easter Sittings (Taes- 
day, April 17) Appeal Motions (Exparte) 
and Interlocutory Appeals from the 
Chancery, Probate and Divorce Divi- 
sions and Chancery (General List) will 
be taken in this Court, 


Arreat Cover II. 


Tuesday, 17th April—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Inter- 
locutory Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division. 

Wednesday, 18th April — Final Appeals 
from the King’s Bench Division wil be 
taken and continued until further 

notice, 


Cuancery Covert III 
Mr. Jostice NEVILLE. 


The Business in this Court (except when 
otherwise advertised) wiil bo taken ns 
follows 

Mondays Sitting in chambers 
4 Companies Acts and 

* # non-wit list 

Wednesdays Fur cons and non-wit list 

Thursdays ....Non-wit liet 

| Mots, sht causes, 

and non-wit list 


Tuesdays 


Fridays ..... pete, 


Loan Omaxcetton’s Covar, 
Ma. Justice EVE. 
Chamber Summonses 


Sht caus, peta, fur con 
and non-wit list 


Mondays 
Tuesdays or | 
Wednesdays ..Non-wit list 
Thursdays Non. wit list 
Lancashire Business will be taken on 
Thursdays, the 19th April and the 3rd 
and 17th May 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 


Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
sorrer 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
Younogr. 
Mr. ;Leach 
Church 
Farmer! 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON, 
Mr. Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 


1917. 


Fridays .. Mots and non-wit list. 


N.B,— Motions will be heard on Thursday, 
the 24th, instead of Friday, the 25th 
May 


Cuaxcery Cover IL. 
Mra. Justice SARGANT. 


Except when other Business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Sargant will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses throughout the Sittings. 


Caanceay Covnrrt Il. 
Ma. Justice ASTBURY. 
Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 


Caancery Covat IV 
Me. Justice YOUNGER, 


Mondays Chamber summonses 
Except that these will be taken on 
April 2h inetead ot April 23rd 
fSht caus, pete, fur con 
t and non-wit list 
Applications under Trading with the 
Enemy Acts will bo heard on each 
Tuesday afternoon 
Wednesdays ) 
Thursdays ... f 
Fridays Mots and non-wit list 
N.B.—Motions will be heard on Thursday, 
the 2ith May, instead of Friday, the 
25th 


va 


Non-wit list 


Caancery Covat V. 
Me, Justice PETERSON, 

Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 


COURT OF APPEAL 


The Appea ther business 


to time be 


FROM 


mmounced in the 


THE OGHANCERY 
DIVISION 


Ting ey \ 
March 26 


FROM THE CHANOGERY DIVI 
SION THE PROBATE 
DIVORGE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE AND THI 
COUNTY PALATIN| AND 
STANNARIES COURTS 
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Daan 
so U 
Amal gamat 


Rhode 


Mining 
be fixed 
lion 
Manufacturers 
& Sons Id & 
1915) Id v The 


Bottl 
v Forste 
Tatem & C 
mont Co Id 


Gau 


propose 
Daily 


to be 
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taken w from time 
Sugden's Will Tru 

& ors vy Walker & 

Samuel Sugden, de 

rs v Walker & ors 

McIntyre 


Coward 


Jessie 


g as The 
The sutte 
Co ld & ors 
Thomas Newsor 
anr v Cousans 


Assoc ( 


vy Life 


Clarke \ 
iff, dec Bow 
rs 
FROM THE COUNTY PALA 
PINE COURT OF LANCAS 
TER 


Inter] 


xmutory List.) 
1917. 
The United Earthenware Manufa 


dv Riley & Lindley 
Same 


turers 
“ame 





FROM THE 
PROBATE 
DIVISIONS. 

Interlocutory List.) 
1917 

Companies (W id in up) In re 
the Companies onsolidation ) 
Act, 1908 and In re Famatina 
Development Corpn Id 

In re the C ympanies Acts, 1862 to 
1893, and In re the British 
Power Traction & Lighting Co 
ld 


CHANCERY AND 
AND DIVORCE 


, 
Cc 


Standing in the “ Abated”’ List. 
PROM THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION 
General List. ) 

1914. 


Actiengesellschaft Fur Anilin Fa 

Berlin & anr Vv 
Leverstein Id s o unt. 
termination of war) 

In the Matter of Letters Patent 
granted to Edward Mertens, No. 
17,198 of 1904, and In the Mat- 
ter of the Patents & Designs 
Act 1907 & 1906 , one 


week & no e n € 


pDricabviol n 


after 


restore) 
FROM THE KING'S 
DIVISION 
In Bankruptes 
4 Debtor expte The Peti 
ung Creditors v The Debtor), 
lll of 1917 from an order 
of Mr Registra: He pe, dated 
March 20, 1917. dismissing the 
Petition herein with costs 
In re Pethick Dix & Co and In re 
Henry St John Dix (con 
solid ated by dated 22 ll 
expte Sir Charles Cameron, 
i. RW Ward, the Trus 
No. 890 of 1913 appl of 
Trustee from an order of the 
Hon Mr Justice Horridge, dated 
Feb 26, 1917, allowing the appl 
of Sir Oharles C Sar't, 
with osts, amd d recting the 
rrustee to admit the proof of the 
iid Sir Charle (Cameron, Bart, 
the extent of £4,541 13s 4d 


as therein directed 


BENCH 


ordet 


umeron, 


Aprrats & i(MorIon InN BANK 
ROPTCY ABATED.’ 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION, 

In Bankr yptcy.) 
J F P Yeatman 
rv Miller The Trustee & 
Debtor). No. 863 of 1910 


as to costs only from Jan 
19 ? 


expe 


16) 


expte Be 
The Official Re 
No. 918 of 1909 
< order that the order of 
adjudication dated Dec 21, 1909, 
he wnulled part heard 
generally 


APPEAL, 


In re A Debtor (expte the Debtor) 
No. 224 of 1916 from a Receiving 
Order made herein on May 285, 
1916. by Mr. tegistrar Link 
late on the 14/7/16 the ( \ 
dix harged the Order 
ind stayed proceedings for six 

Petitioner of 

petition 


Receiving 
months notice to 


any ther Coste of 


| Waring v 


appl, costs In petittol tv to 
restore, deposit to re in in 
Court) 


Judgment Rese 
THE KING'S 
DIVISION 
Final and New Tria 
he Inverkip Steamship 
Bunge & Co (ce v iMa 


FROM 
1 


FROM THE KING'S 
DIVISION 
Final and New Tria 


1915. 
Parson v Nesbitt (s o 
death of Deft) 
1916. 


the Matter of an 
between Carruthers & 
Danon Freres 

H A Stevens (Surveyor 
v E Boustead & Co 
Side 

Morris v Mynyddislwy 
District Council 

Sutcliffe vy County Tailo 
Same v Same 

Cohen & Wilks \ Bai 
Crawther & Woodhead 

Marion Brooke (former); 
Price) v The Commiss 
Inland Revenue (Reve 

In the Matter of an A 
between L Sutro & C 
& Herbert Symonds & 
lers 

Gould, W J, v Cory Bi 
Id Gould, M, v Same 


1917. 
Davy es Vv Cory Bros « 
Abingdon Raral District ( 
The City of Oxford 
Tramways Id 
Middard v Motor Petrol 
Hogarth Shipping Co ld 
Green, Jourdain & Co }d 
MacMillian & Arthuo 
Joint Stock Bank ld 
Great Grimsby & East Coast 
Fishing Co Id & ors 
Barton Ropery Co ld 
Wolff Vv Fisher, King & ( 
& anr v Fisher, Ki 
nsolidated) 
Maskinonge Steamship | 
Dominion Coal Co ld 
In the Matter of an Arbit n be- 
tween Anglo-Chinese [astern 
Trading Co ld (Sellers ind Pro- 
duce Brokers Co }d (Buyer 
Neville v London Expr 
papel ld Same v > 
solidated actions) 
Marten v Whale 
Hill & Sons v E Showell 
In the Matter of an Arbit 
tween the 
\riadne 
\dmiraltv 
e. V 


cars & Ce 


steam 


Halls, 


owners of 
Christine 


\l 

« Son 

he Matter of a Pe 

Smith & Co v The K 
Buerger, E & Co v Lew 
Wintle v The Britis! 

& Carriage Co ld 
Holden V \ Holden & 
Fraser & Chalmet 

Whitecross Co Id 
Guy v Cooper & Co & 
Parsons v Hambridge & 
Poulton v Le Fleming 
Marks v Ginsberg 
Smith v Lewis 
Man & ors v Bailey 
Moss Empires 1d 
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— 

Beatty v Mayor, &c of Salford 

In the Matter of an Arbitration 
between Panoutsos & Raymond 
Hadley Corpn of New York 

Warbwton v Galloways ld 

In re an Apbitration between 
Anglo-Russian Merchant Tra 
ders ld & John Batt & Co 
London) Id 

The Chinese Antimony Co ld v 
Ocean Steamship Co Id 

In the Matter of an Arbitration 
between John jond & West 
Yorkshire Colliers of a a 
Charlesworth Id Contracting 
Out Scheme 

H O Brandt & Co v H N Norris 
& Co ld 

Evans v Liverpool] Tin Canister 
Co ld 

J Lao! l Bat ber & Co ld v Deutesx he 
Bat Berlin) London Agency 

Potter Ashby 


A Hitchin & Co v F. Ripley & Co 


ld 
Tong v Adamson 
Green v Guardians of the Poor for 


the Parish of Brighton 

Hardy & anr v Strath Steamship 
Co ld 

Savage v Harvey appln of Defts 
for judgt or new trial 

Morrison v The Lord Mayor, & 
of Sheftield 

Brayshay v White & Poppe ld 

George Battersley & Sons Id 
Crompton & Sons ld 

New Zealand Sh pping Co ld y 
Societé des Ateliers, &c 

Makovski v Purchase 

Hayward v Drury Lane Theatre ld 
and Moss Empires Id 

Page, Ellen (Spinster) v Mears 
ebbitt Bros v Smith 

Foster & Cranfield v Castiglione, 
Sons & Scott 

The Industria] Manufacturing Co 
Baxenden) ld v The Elle nroad 
Spinning Co ld 

Wells v Sillem 

Northern Steel & Hardware Co. ld 
v John Batt & Co Lond mn) 
ld 


Holdings Act. 1908 Morse yv 
Dixon 


FROM THE PROBATE, 
DIVORGE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION ADMIRALTY), 
Without Nautical Assessors. 

(Final List.) 
1917. 

Ingstad—1915—Folio 7 Hol 

man !\d v T P Rose demur 


rage) 


In the Matter of The Agricultural 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List. 

1916, 


In the Matter of a Petition of 
tight of Marconi’s Wireless 
Tele graph Co ld (s o fora day 


to be fixed) 
1917. 
Howard, Baker & Co v W S Brad 
ley & Co 


Glock v The New Eltham Cottage 


Soe Id 
IN RE THE 
1897 AND 1906. 


(From County Courts 
1916 


Hammond, Walter v R & W Paul 


ld (s o generally) 
1917 

Thorley v Mathewson 

Whittall v Staveley Iron & Coal 
Co Id 

Dance. E (widow) v Howell! 

Carlton ‘Main Colliery Co ld v 
Clawley 

Fearnley (Annie) v Bates & North 
cliffe |d 

Shaddick v Palmer Shipbuilding & 
Iron Co Id 

Barton v Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty 

Helps v Great Western Ry Co 

Simms v Lilleshall Co Id 

Hayland Brick Co v Ward 

White v Ford Motor Co (Eng- 
land) Id 

Carpenter v Mayor, & of Wands 
worth 

Baker v Coleman 


Nixon's Navigation Co Id yj 


Thomas 


tanding in the ‘‘ Abated "’ List. 
Trinity, 1916.) 


PROM THE KING’S BENCH 


DIVISION 
Final and New Trial List.) 
1914 
The Commissioners of Inland | 


tevenue v Smyth 
Side) (s o generally) 
Hunter v Commissioners of Inland 


Revenue (Revenue Side {8 O} 
generally) 
1915 


Walter Morrison v The Commis 
sioners of Inland Revenue (Re 
venue Side) s 0 generally) 


WORKMEN'S 
COMPENSATION ACTS, 


tevenue | 


( Interlo« utory List.) dated ld (is 0 generally —to be 
1916 mentioned after Michaelmas) 

J Svanes & Sons Kk ber & . . 
a - anes & , selene pie —* - N.B The above list contains 
0, garmisnee v apie fabri ; 
W iessenstein AG Judg Uhancery Palatine and King’s 
Debtor) (s o generally Bench Fina ind = Interlocutory 
H bar 1917 ) Ay Pp mals, & set down to Apri! 5. 

Giannakitsea vy Hudson's Conse! 1917 











The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales 


April 25.—Messrs. Francis Dop & Co., at the Mart,at 2; Freehold and Leasehold 
Properties (see advertisement, back page, April 14). 

May 15 —Messrs CoLLivs & CoLLins, at the Mart, at 2: Impoctant Fieehold Pio- 
perty (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 15.—Messrs. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Estate Room:, 20, Hanover, 
square, W.j1 : Important Leas-hold Investments (cee advertisement, back page, this week) 

May 15 —Mes rs. HawpTon & SONS, in conjunction with Messrs. Dixon & Co., at the 
Mart: Valuable Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD; Preliminary Notices of forthcom'ng 
Sal. s (see advertisement, back page, April 14), 








. . - 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 6. 

BROOMASSIE MINg®’, Ltp.(IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 14, to send their names and addresses,and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Townshend Tre venen, 20, Copthall av, liquidator. 

FRATION Coat Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 21,to send in their 
names ani addresses, and the particulars of their debts and clams, to, F. Woolley, 6, 
Portland st, Southampton, liquidator. 

WARLINGHAM Motor Works, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Ayptil 20, to 
send in their names and addr: sses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Harold 
Edward Oldham, #0, Bush In, liqui iator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
{ London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 10. 


PALACE THRATRE (HARROGATE), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c aims, to 
James Russell Learoyd, 2 Princes sq, Harrogate, liquidator 

RENO SPHINX Motors, LTp.—Cr:ditors are required, on or before May °6, to send 
their names and addre.ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A M H Solo 

| mon, 14, New Burlington st, liquidator 


| Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
| Lon ton Gazette,—F RIDAY, April 6. 


Intern - ‘oo Bleachers’ Corporation (1914) a Picture Palace Ltd 
Mid Cornwall Munitions Co, Ltd. 


Roerdman, Glossop & Co, Ltd, Cardiff Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Unbreakable (Kinematograph) Film Syndi- Harper's South of England Automatic 
cate, (1914', Ltd ° Ltd. 
are & Young Shipping Co, Ltd. c. F. Wells, Ltd. 


Lady Belle 3teemsabip Co, Ltd. “The Nut” Portsmouth, Ltd, 
Channel Coaster, Ltd Coleshill Public Hall Co, Ltd. 
Wetherall Steamship Co, Ltd. Ha: man Electric Co, Ltd. 

‘ Alleyn Park Laundry Co, Ltd, Handyman Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, April 10. 


John Cassell & @o. 


MeDopald & Johns, Ltd Ltd. 
Farnborough Rubbe r Works, Ltd. 


{ Finsbury Incandescent Co, Ltd. 











THE LICE 


24, MOORGATE sSTREUUT, LoONvDowW, 


@pplication. 


SES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


=z... 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be Seat om 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 


ciitnatine sna a 
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Kemr-WeELCH, CHARLES DURANT, Porchester Gate, DL,JP May 9 Leonard & Pilditeh 
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KNOWERS, LovIsA BLLEN, Southsea May 1 
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MILLEN, LAURA, Cranworth gdns, Brixton May17 Crowther, Lincoln's inn fields 
MOULT, ALFRED THEODORE, Wilmslow, Chester, Estate Agent May24 Farrar & Co, 
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PEACOCK, ALFRED May 8 
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PEARSON, JONAS, Dewsbury 
PETRE, EMMA KATHARINE 
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THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL | 


FOR THE 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 


QUEEN SQUARE, BILOOMSSURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
of ee DewazIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 
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